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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

1 . This action is in reply to the preliminary amendment filed on 4-1 -2008. 

2. Claims 1-29 have been cancelled. 

3. Claim 30 is currently pending and has been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

5. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Peckover, US Patent 6,1 1 9,1 01 in view of Owens, US 2003/0004831 . 

6. As per claim 30 

Peckover teaches: 

• receiving, at a reference data provider (consumer agent, see at least 
column 15 line 33-36), an information data stream (extended search, see 
at least column 21 line 53-56) generated from each of a given plurality of 
entity valuation information vendors (the market, see at least column 15 
line 32 and 36), each information data stream identifying the generating 
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entity valuation information vendor's stated monetary value of at least one 
subject entity (the suggested retail price, see at least column 25 line 54- 
57); 

• receiving a service arrangement data (preference data entered manually 
by the user, see at least column 19 line 13-15) identifying an unauthorized 
vendor list, said unauthorized vendor list identifying entity valuation 
information vendors from among said plurality of entity valuation 
information vendors to which the customer has a given denial of 
authorization to receive said vendor's information data stream (see at least 
column 19 line 3-9 and FIG 5B, brand names 1-5 are authorized vendors 
and pizza delivery and phone solicitation are unauthorized vendors); 

Examiner Note: From the wording of the claim, the examiner understands that 
each of the plurality of customer's may all share the same single list of 
authorized vendors. 

• storing said service arrangement data at said reference data provider (see 
at least column 18 line 40-41 and line 45); 

• storing, at said reference data provider, a default rule for each of said 
customers, said default rule based at least in part on the customer's stored 
service arrangement data, said default rule specifying an algorithm for 
generating a Best Known Value Available (BKVA) of a given subject entity 
(see at least FIG 5B. The key of "MSG in food" with a value of "dislike" will 
lower the ranking of food with MSG in it, thus, this is a rule that specifies 
an algorithm for generating the BKVA); 
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• generating, for at least one given subject entity, a best known value data 
(BKV), based on a collection of all of said entity valuation information 
vendor's respective information data streams that include the respective 
vendor's stated monetary value of said subject entity (see at least column 
19 line 19-22); 

• forming a set H of all of said entity valuation information vendors whose 
generated information data stream includes the generating vendor's stated 
monetary value of said subject entity (see at least column 30 line 33-44, 
the set H is the search results from the Deliver Search Results subroutine 
before they are organized be the Preference Manager); 

• generating for each of at least one of said customers, for said at least one 
given subject entity, a customer-specific BKVA, wherein said generating 
compares said customer's authorized vendor list to said set H and sets 
said customer's customer-specific BKVA of the subject entity to be said 
BKV if at least one of the vendors identified by the customer's authorized 
vendor list is within set H, else sets said customer's customer-specific 
BKVA of the subject entity in accordance with said default rule stored for 
said customer, wherein said setting includes applying said default rule's 
algorithm to the information data stream of at least one of the entity 
valuation information vendor's identified by the customer's authorized 
vendor list (see at least column 19 line 19-22 and FIG 5B); and 

Examiner's note: The embodiment of Peckover teaches ranking the results is 
the default rule for generating BKVA and the preference data filters out types 
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of food vendors is the authorized vendor list. These steps are shown 
concurrently in Peckover, however, the order of the steps of ranking and 
filtering makes no difference in the final best known value for the customer. 
Therefore, this embodiment of Peckover teaches the limitations of this claim. 
• transmitting to each of at least one of said customers the customer- 
specific BKVA of the subject entity (see at least column 14 line 37-41). 

Although Peckover teaches filtering multiple data streams to produce a best 
price for a customer including having an unauthorized vendor list, he does not 
specifically teach an authorized vendor list. Peckover's default is to include all 
vendors requiring the customer expressly make them unauthorized. It would be 
a simple change to Peckover's default to exclude all vendors requiring the 
customer expressly authorize them. Owens teaches producing an authorized 
vendor list; the vendor selecting at least two grocery stores, see at least 
paragraph 0031 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to combine Peckover and Owens to produce a system to 
finds a best price from authorized vendors with motivation to reduce a customers 
procurement cost by limiting his vendors to a nearby area, see Owens paragraph 
0031. 

Although Peckover in view of Owens teaches using a user preference filter, in 
other words, an authorized vendor list, to filter multiple data streams from a 
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plurality of vendors to produce a best price for a customer, they do not 
specifically teach that the user preference filter is for a plurality of customers. 

However, a separate embodiment of Peckover teaches a user preference 
filter for multiple users, in other words, identifying an authorized vendor list for 
each of a plurality of customers, see at least column 1 6 lines 63-65. Here, a 
group of providers has set a preference that only specific customers may enter 
the restricted market. Since all users may be either a customer or a provider, 
see at least column 14 lines 62 to column 15 line 9, Peckover also teaches that a 
group of customers has set a preference that only specific providers may enter 
the restricted market. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine these embodiments of Peckover in view of Owens to 
produce a system that filters incoming data for a plurality of customers using a 
single authorized vendor list to find a best price for a customer with motivation to 
restrict access to special prices, see at least Peckover column 17 line 2-4. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Thuan Tran whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1832. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, James Kramer can be reached on 571-272-6783. The 
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fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 

/James A. Kramer/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3693 

Thuan Tran 
Patent Examiner 
9-4-2008 



